














12/3/63 


re Jumes Rowley, Cirector 
U.u. Secret Service 
Washington, DW 


Dear Jir, Rowley, 


In the past + isve written you about the film of lee Harvey Oswald 
@istributing literature in ‘ew crleang and sousht access to this film. It is 
my Pecollection you caid you did not have it, that you gave everythine to the 
Warren Commission or later to tue National Archives. I have exvlored tue 
frehives thoroughly and the film 1 sesak is not there, It was given to the 
Secret Service. I write you estin because 1 still want to study it in both 
forms in wuicu you have it. 1f you no longer have it, you should be able to 
direct me to it. 


On December 3, 1963, fBI SA Nathen 6. Brown wrote a report on his 
conferences with WDOSUeTV, New Orleans. The second persgrepn begins: 
of 
"Mr. Corporan stated thst single-frame prints were made/narteof the 
silent film when CSWALD wae distributing leaflets snd these prints Lave slresdy 
been furnished to tie FBI end to ths Seeret Service, He ststed thet a duplicste 
print of the silent film of OSNALD distributing leaflets had been furnished to 


the SecretvService."” 





Now the only copy of the film in the ‘rchives is a duplicste of #11 
three sectitns spliced together. Today the "DSU footage is slso so spliesd. In 
splicins, there is slways the pnossibilitynef the loss of frames. The record 
Warrants wonder if frames diseppearea for other ressons. There is resson to 
believe Federel agents did show prospective witnesses stiil victures not now in 
this film. it is beyond doubt tiuat the still also are not in tse srchives, wien 
you recall it wes known there wes a still-wnidentified person uelping Oswald, you 
ean resdily see one of the importances of this film end my urgent desire to ses 
it witout further (and + pelisve illegal) federal interferences. 


Please believe me when 1 tell you ~ uve interviewed wi messes never 
spoken to by any government agent end those either not esked the necasssry questions 
or, sccordin:. to their ressonsble cleims (your own sgents meds identical ones 
under cath), grossly misprepesented by the FBI reports. I believe that under the 
lew i em entitled to immediate access to this informetion end IT egsin ask thie. 

I would alse hope you would share my eernest desire thet, if so hete, proper 
onelysis be made of thie evidence. And, as i recently wrete ir. “elley, I ssk that 
tae cecrat Lervice go over ths record of our corsespondence, correct tie erras in 
it, anc witnout further delsy meke aveileble te me wisest it is my legsl right to 
hove, 1f there is any itea you n> longer have, you do ‘mow whet you did wita it 
and L est tust you properly direct me. 


ncerely, 


“@rold eisberg 


